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SYNOPSIS

On April 3, 1990, the Executive Director for Operations, Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC), requested that an 1nvest1?lt1on be initiated after an
alleger filed a pleading with the NRC on July 6, 1988, claiming that his
former legal counsel and the Government Accountability Project {GAP) had
entered into o secret settlement that would have required the alleger to
forego his rights to raise concerns and/or appear as & witness in the Comanche
Peak Steam Electric (CPSES) Atomic Safety Licensing Board (ASLB) hearings. On
July 10, 1988, this same individual sent a letter to the NRC alleging that
“certain managers and engineers still employed on site by Texas Utilities" had
presented "perjured testimony" or had made deliberate misstatements to the NRC
and the ASLB, Similar concerns were related in a 10 CFR 2,206 petition filed
on July 30, 1991, by the alleger's attorneys.

The alleger filed a discrimination complaint with the Department of Labor
(DOL), and it was determined he was not discriminated against by Texas
Utilities (TU). An appeal was made to the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) and
s??sequently to the Secretary of Labor with a final ruling against the
alleger,

The Office of Investigations (01) made numerous attempts to interview the
alleger without success. Counsel for the alleger told Ol that the alleger had
presented all of his concerns and speaking with him would be a “"rehash" of
previously identified information, Based on a review of available
documentation and the NRC staff's determination that the alleger's stated
concerns had been previously resolved by the NRC, this investigation failed to
substantiaté allegations that the TU settlement constituted "hush money" and
prevented the alleger from presenting safety in‘ormation to the ASLB, and that
TU officials made material false statements to the ASLB in order to conceal
significent safety flaws in the design of the CPSES pipe support system.
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